issues; and Ararát évkönyv ['The Ararat Yearbook'] of six releases between 1939 and 1944. The IMIT Yearbooks, a diverse forum of leading Hungarian-Jewish intellectuals, addressed major issues of modern Jewish thought. On the subject of Hungarian-Jewish identity alone the author distinguishes seven different approaches ranging from viewing Jewishness as a denomination to calling for partaking of modern Hungarian nationalism, with most of these approaches sharing a stance of Hungarian patriotism.
Quite a few IMIT articles appearing in 1929 responded to the bicentenary of GermanJewish rabbi and philosopher Moses Mendelsshon (1729 Mendelsshon ( -1786 Libanon reviewed publications in six languages. Jenő Zsoldos, a literary historian and one of the journal editors, focused in his writings on Hungarian-Jewish cultural assimilation, and his examples of philo-Semitism in Hungarian literature supported the assimilatory-integrationist stream among the country's Jews. In contrast, József M. Grózinger, a historian of philosophy and also the Editor-in-Chief of the same Libanon, concentrated on Jewish-philosophical ideas and emphasized the universality of Jewish culture (54-58).
The first issue of Ararát évkönyv ['The Ararat Yearbook'] was launched in 1939, when the Second Jewish Law limiting the economic activities of Jews even further than before came into force. The novel feature of this journal was that, in addition to its debates over European Jewish culture, it also dealt with modern Jewish literature and music. Moreover, the political views of the journal contributors mirrored the entire Hungarian spectrum of its time, from the semi-liberal to the nationalist. Its Editor-in-Chief, author Aladár Komlós, initially believed in a synthesis between the Jewishness of Jews and their Hungarian identity. At the same time several writers of the Ararát proposed an alternative position, wishing to bridge the Jews' demand for equality and their growing exclusion from major cultural arenas. However, by the 1940s these visions of compromise largely vanished. Ararát was also a stage for those expressing Zionist thought, although writers like Móses Bisseliches described the situation of Hungarian Jews as "transitional" and leading to the restoration of their previously "normalized relationship" within Hungary (72).
Following the rise of Nazism in Germany in 1933, Jewish intellectuals became unanimously critical about of the Horthy regime and its growing cooperation with Nazi Germany. The destruction of German Jewry convinced several authors of the IMIT Yearbook that "Jewish scholarship came under threat too" (82); and according to historian Fülöp Grünwald, "contemporary events brought a catastrophic regression in the evolution towards complete Jewish legal equality, mercilessly disrupting the line of development of the previous century and a half" (83). In general, Hungarian-Jewish scholars who prior to 1933 viewed Jewish integration in the country in progressive terms now realized that they were facing the end of the liberal era they had for decades believed in. From 1938 and on the discrimination against Jews worsened and the situation of Hungarian-Jewish intellectuals, as that of most of the country's Jews, constantly deteriorated, yet the loyalty of the Jewish elite to the Horthy regime remained unabated. In 1944, with the Nazi occupation, Hungary reached the stage of mass deportation and murder of its Jews, thus making the "Final Solution" the ultimate answer to the country's "Jewish Question."
The second part of the book presents the early postwar oral and written recollections of Holocaust survivors and explores the beginning of Holocaust historiography in the years just before the Stalinization of Hungary. Between 1945 and 1948, the witness accounts of over five thousand Holocaust survivors were recorded by the newly founded Deportáltakat Gondozó Országos Bizottság, DEGOB ['National Relief Committee for Deportees']. Laczó focuses on the accounts of survivors of the Buchenwald concentration camp, the destination of the largest group ever of Hungarian-Jews deported from Budapest. These deportees, who later were transferred to and survived several camps, depict in their post-war accounts the differences among various Nazi camps, and many of them describe the Auschwitz crematoria and gas chambers, whose sights and smells govern their accounts. They also tell of the Jews employed in the Sonderkommando and their forced operation of the gas chambers. Laczó's textual analysis highlight the shared personal experiences of these survivors as well as their unique language when delineating their traumatic experiences.
In Magyar Téka, 1948) . The views of these authors range from the perception of Nazism as a kind of religion to the belief that only socialism can redeem Europe from fascism.
Ferenc Laczó, in his pioneering and meticulously crafted study of the interwar debates of Hungarian-Jewish intellectuals, highlights Jewish concerns of the time against the background of the overwhelming assimilation of Hungarian Jews of the Horthy era and no less overwhelming anti-Jewish winds of that time. His analyses offer a deeper understanding of the fatal mistakes of Hungarian Jewry of this era, like their lack of leadership and falling short of devising defense strategies, all for the baseless hope for the return of bygone better times. Thus Laczó's study reshapes the understanding of one of the darkest chapters in Hungarian and Hungarian-Jewish history.
